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without faith. When the young man said to Ohrl.-t,
Good muster," the Saviour replied, "Why do you

call iue no J? there Is none good but one, and taut
Is Cod;" by which ho Intimated that goodness in
perfection is oulv to be louud in Qod. There Is a
morality which some men boas' of apart froiu
Christian morality. Tinsel may shine mora brightly
than pure gold. There are many persons
who are golden at the heart, yet lu their exterior
they are perhaps narrow-minded and unattractive.
There are others, who give to the poor, who are apparentlymodels of virtue, who let no occasion pass
to be equa: to others lu generosity ami kindness yet
In their h arts they are foul, unjnst and weddol to
vice. The moral virtue flows from religion as
streams from a fountain or rays from the sun. A
good man 1* a godly man, an honest man. He will
not che it you, he will not defraud the government.
As a merchant you can rely on his word, as a ministerhe will not shrink from promulgating the tru/li
though it be unpopular, nor pander to wrong though
It be popular. A good man, IT be enters

TUB ARENA OF POI.ITICS,
will maintain his Integrity even if he lose his office,
for he dulalus a place obtained by fraud or held by
bribery. Neither will he permit others to be dishonestfor him. We always find some good men lu
office. Showinir Mine liml tnkax c.irs of H is neou'O.
The good inau tolerate* other sects, but he never
participates in their errors. He always has a kind
word for those lu distress: he stretches out hi* hand
to the needy; he raises up the wretched. He puts
uot out his money to usury, nor does he take a re-
ward against the Innocent, lie Incurs no obligationswhich he has not a hope of ful-
it 11 lug, for he knows that a failure to fultll
them will Involve the innocent. He practices
all the moral virtues. How can a man who believes
In a (lod and a crucified Saviour five lit the daily
commission of known sins t The presenc of a good
man oltcn restrains a whole company from excesses.
A man uiav he amiable, affectionate and generous,
yet a combination of such qualities will not constitutegoodness.

goodness tub mont'er of goace.
Goodness is not trie product of nature but of grace.

It Is an exotic. Christ said. "Unless a niau be born
again he cann t enter the Kingdom of God." When
tne lhble speaks of a goo I man it menus a converted
man, oae who has heen brought from darkness into
lliht. in the beginning God stretched forth Ills
ha.id and turned darkness Into light, chuos Into
order, in the same way the divine luUueuce operatesoh the soul of a good man.

CEmilKI METHODIST EPISCOPAL ill I HOI.

Discourse ou the Chinese Missions by Kov,
8. I.. Baldwin.

Union Hall. Jersey City, was tilled yesterday by a

rvspu< lane asseuiniuge 01 jueuiomsu-, »;iu cuuie

chletly to hear tlio discourse of Rev. Mr. Baldwin.
This clergyman has Just returned to his native laud
ftiter a sojourn of many years In China, where he
labored for the conversion of that people. After the
chanting of the usual hymns he proceeded to address
the cougregatloo, taking his text from the prophecy
of Isaluh."Behold, these shall come lrotn fur;
and lo! these from the North aud from the West, and
those rrom the land of Stnlm." The speaker selectedthe text not because he was about to preach
a sermon, but. because It is supposed that wnen the
prophet spoke of the distant country, aud described
Its natives advancing to the fold of Christ,
he referred to the land of China. This
vast empire is about to become a great
IMd for missionary labor, and can lay special
claim to the attention of Christian Americaus. It
is similarly situated with respect to the ocean, and
is boundless In extent, lixe our own. Its people,
li wever, numbering 100,000,000 of souls are beyond
the pale of Christianity, and hence It has always
been the special object of the christian Church to
bring to them the tidings of the gospel. Not long
aeo prayers were offered In our councils that China,
then 1 mated and comparatively unknown, might
ore long be

oi'Ksr.t) to tiib wonn or oon.
Agreeably io our desites, the United Stales governmentbus obtained the solemn assurance of ihe

F.uiperor that in every quarter of his dominions
the tea' h"rs of religion i-ltall have freeuom to pr. ach
and hold their meetings. The representatives of
European sorer.dims took no part in nesting the Emperorto make those concessions, in 1847 our church
sent out Its first missionary band lo Chluu. They
encountered numerous disappointments, and the
peculiar dt iFct of the people of Fouchal, on who-e
shores t'.ey had landed, was no small obstacle to
their progress. Time, however, made them conversantwl h some four thousand Chinese characters,every word being a monosvbabie. Many words
and pbra-e^ consequently have different meanings,
and the tone In which they are sp ken
becomes the sole criterion ot their meaning.
«m one occasion where the pro-ither was
discoursing to a number of Chinamen, he stopped at
Intervals, raying."Bo you understand uiov" Next
day hews informed by a brother that in consequenceof the wrong pitch of hla voice in putting the
question he was really saving

"DO YOU KNOW HOW TO I.OVE?"
During the delivery of their sermons the inhabitantswould come In.some with axes, saws or hammersuud .-r heir arms, others wltu clubs, mallets

aud Kii] lcmen's, emblematic ol theirrespectiveprole slons, au I would s.iunr r
carelessly nnind tue church, criticising the
gestlcula ions oi the speaker, making remarks
on the shape of his coat, and wouder ng at the maunersof the fore gner. Wln-ther the preacher was
itinerant or not. the audience was sure to be so.
At Jiinie' they interrupted Hie speaker, ask] g II all
the people in America were like him, wh.thcr the
land and riie trees were the same as in China,
or whether the sky and the same stars
passed over their heads. They were very anxious
to leurn also if the Americans had a sun and moon,
«nd were astounded to hear that they were the same
lirbts that appeared in their own country. By degreesevangelism went on, prejudices were broken
down, missionaries were respected, and many nativesceased lo worship Idols. The manager had
often requested tlieni to abandon their missions, but
they persevered, and alter ten years had the pleasureoi seeing

ONI MAN CONVERTED.
A child was then baptized, two young men were
admit ert to the chnrcn and became ministers. The
latter had the happiness of seeing tlielr aged lather
die confessing the power of Jesus. At the end of
thirteen years th. re were a few christians attached
to the church, and seventeen confirmed opium
smokers wctw on the path to reformation. One
mucker was induced to give up tiie wicked prse"icecompletely, and he now feels happy.There was a blacksmith there who kept
Ids Bible perpetually at hand, aud had
one eye on the Scriptures while the other eye was ou
his work. Another remarkable coitvorslou was that
of a sorcerer and smoker, v ho is now an ordained
minister, and named "The P> ter." on account of the
resemblance between Ills character an I that of saint
retcr. The ministers were infited to preach at
Atuoy, where at the present day you would bejoined
by natives in singing praise to Jesus. Seven men
who had bowed to idols ten years previously were
ordained recently by Bishop King- ey. During that
solemn ceremony the hymn

01), how happy are ilicy
Who the Saviour obey

was sum bv those present, and while tfie postulants
testified lo the power oi Scsrts tne good bishop was
fided with (if Spirit or God. Five hundred miles in
the ltd rior, on the Yaug-tse-Kiaux, another missionh ;s be n established, and there Is a church
of six members there. Thirty persons ottered
the speaker a cttapel if lie with! go and talk
to them about Jesus. In stglit of the Imperial
residence at l'ekln is another missionary church,where a brother dwells who has baptised 112 persons.The Pekin dialect is spoken ail ov«r (lie
northern provinces and Is of much use to the missionary.Ther" are 200 Christian* in Pi km, out not
of ;lie fdethodisi denomination.
At the close ot the Interesting discourse prayer

was recited by the pastor, Itcv. J. B. Faulks, for the
success of the missions in China and the Welfare of
those who have embraced the faitn.

WASHINGTON CHUHCH2S,
RI2TZ..ROT IIILL (IMVEllSALiST CUIUCU.

Tlio Doctrine of Punishment.Sermon by Rot.
H. H. Wnlworth.

Washington, May 20, 1870.
At the Metzerot IIoll rniversalUt Church, Kcv. H.

R. Walworth, o! Baltimore, preached on the doctrine
©I punishment, taking for his text Hebrews xll., 0,10.
The reverend speaker commenced by saying that it
Is only on the supposition that we have duties to performthat there can be un.v ground for uuiilskinent.
Our duties are mauy anil of strong obligation, and if
neglected punishment inev'tibly follows. Many or
few stripes are avoided, according to the greatnessof our offence.

THE NECESSITY OF PUNISHMENT
grows out of the imperfect nature ol mankind, and
because Cod designs to perfect that nature it is a
part of the training which hod uses. Punishment Is
the severe side ol training; reward Is the pleasantside of it. Training is necessary to bring out the
best results in all natural tilings, as ilic plant or the
tree; and so wiih man. The (iieek word used to
convey the Idea of the pruning of trees in the
classics is the same as that used tu the New Tom'snientfrom the word punishment. Tin s all punisnmontIs for a good purpose, no mutter how severe;
it Is meant lor good, and in God's hand must result
in good. It often fails tvitn man, but canuot with
God. Turning to

HAN'S USE OF PUNISHMENT,
the Rpcaker said that the Infliction of punishment
without a good object was mere barbarism, and its
Infliction with an evil object was revenge; but punteamen'tfipllcs good to be accomplished lor the
person punished. This view was not only supportedby many passages of scripture, but the reverendspeaker also i|Uoted the words of Plato to show
that even heathen writers hold the same view.
When the good contemplated by the punishment
wad achieved then the punishment itself would cud.
The speaker could flud no anulpgy between the severesthuman punishment and the doctrine of endleaswoe. He then dwelt upon the certainty of punlsementfor every sin, and forcibly closed with words
of rq)olcing in view of tlio time when all punishmentshould cease, because all slu should lie ended
ml the universe be able to say, "Thanh* ta God,.

NEW" :
wtiogtveth in the victory, through our Lord Jen-la
Christ."

tlVTIUL Pi£S31'TEH.'If CHURCH.

Sermon by Rev. A. W. Pltcer.
Washington, May 29, 1810.

At the Central Presbyterian church, In the ColumbianLaw Ihitldlug. the discourse to-day was deliveredby ltev. A. W. Pltser, whose text waa taken
from Romans vit, 2t."0, wretched man that I am;
who shall deliver me lrotn the body or thla death?"
The latter portion of thla chapter, said the preacher,
la expressive of the experience of Saul of Tarsus
utter his conversion. If any man la competent to
give correct information npon the subject or religion
that mun la the Apostle Paul, the author of this
Epistle to the Romans. He was a Jew of pure blood,
a Pharlaoe. a rigid observer of the civil
ceremonial moral law; but when he saw Jesus and
became a converted man he finds that all his legalism,formalism and self-righteousness had been
vain. Henceforth ho

TGLSTS ONLY IN THB B 1,000 OK JK8V8 CHRIST,which e'eauseth from all sin. in tho text he givesexpression to his feelings as a converted sinner
striving alter holiness of heart and purity of life.
ft wrctnhuil inCin ti.nt 1 nM 111

' viiui, * aiu rruiu wim hai n o

learn, Hist, thai the Christian la not a sinless being.No snon thing as sinless perfection exists. Mo saiut
whose lire Is recorded In the Bible ever claimed it. The
angel said "Call Ills name Jesus, because He shall
save His people rrom their sins." Trie Christian Is
one who expects to b saved from all his sius,by the
Lord Jesus. Noah, Abraham, Moses, David, l'eter,
all sinned and are sinn- rs saved by grace. Every
believer has some sin In he irt or life to bewail.

ff ini.kss t'krfkction
Is the standard, the goal, the end. Second, the
Christian, though not sinless, is ever striving against
s t. lie hates slu, shuus sin. In his soul there are
t wo forces.the power of guoJ and the power ot
evil.sin and holiness, ihe new nature and the old
man. The mightiest contoats or earth rade into
tuslgniflcance when compared with these soul
battles md from mortal grtze. The issues of the one
end in tune; the issues of the other eudure through
eternity. Third.In th's coufllct the Christian groans
with the burden or his Indwelling sin. Eastern
tyrants hound living prisoners to dead bodies, and
compelled the living to bear the corpse until death
ended tlia agon,v. The apo. tie compares Huh undwelllngslu lo the dead body, and groans to be delivered.The true child of God prays and pants

foh dei.ivisranck kltom impub1tt,
lmperiectlon and dctilomeut. He wishes to ne
pure <»ud holy like the blessed Saviour. Fourth.The
Christian will he delivered at list, I tuank G d,
through Jesus Christ. The omnipotence of Jesus
Christ is pledged to each believer that lie sliail come
oir conqueror, and more than conqueror. Ills grace
shall he suitlcleut. The thorn in the ilesb, the
in asenger of Hal an, may buffet, Satan himself may
sift tlie believer us wheat, but Jesus prays for his
tempted, burdened, groaning people, and tlrey are
delivered. Christ is more poweriui than Satan, uiid
grace ia Htrongor than sin. The hand reached out
to save and to deliver is a crucified human iuuud,
l>ut within it la ail the power of omnipotence.

F.tlST UUTAKM* CKU&O.

Sermon by iter. Calvin llenvoner.
WaSHINUTON, Mav 29, 1870.

The pulpit of the Flrat Unitarian church, oorner of
D and Sixth streets, was tilled to-day by tho Kev.
Calvin lieasonor, late of Ohio, w ho preached from
the text, "X aaccud unto my Father and your Father,
and my Ood and your Cod." The preacher said the
highest testimonies that we have go to show that
Cod is a personal, or rather a spiritual being. Hib
natttre comprehends in completes! fulness the essentialuttrlbute* of the spirit, wisdom, goodness,
power. The prophet and Psalmist knew nothing
about nature as under a system of inviolate law. To
tliem nature's prut-esses were all the remits of arbitrary,disconnected volition. We now know thai the
who e of nature and the whole of human life are
tinder law; that all the affairs of tune bavp their antecedentsand consequents; that all are .somehow

I'hDMlt tuk oiudancb ok ahb-peltvadlnu LAW.
Cravitaiion is the direct or Indirect result of will.

Ttie regularity and constancy of law teach us the
regularity and constancy of the divine will. The
scientific conception or Jaw and order is not destructiveoi the higher conception of a heavenly
fatli r. for ihev are complimentary and answer
e iuudy imperative demands of the human mind; hut
science must not havo lor her practical methods full
sway over the human mind lu all Its outgoings, in
other words, science must not forget her own intuitivegroundw ork, whereby she is related to religion,
otherwise the spiritual which rite religious facu.ty
attests in nature would be tnkeu Entirely uwav. \\ e
would wave law uud succession,

but no hod.
Thought must not only bo destructive, but constructive.reach lux Anally tiie mflultc subject, the

tlivtne cotiselousne-s everywhere present, to which
no life or beauty i-, lost. This lorinless presence la
the basis and characteristic of all religion, of whatsoeverform. We may not know It perfectly, bnt we
may take ell times ami spaces and thinpa us types
of ihe lit Tnnl one. The highest type is In the sot11 of
irtan. and lite highest testimonies of the sonl are
lose, wisdom mid justice, and Hod, as known to us
through these highest testimonies, becomes a
per-oiia' being, u lather, the fundamental thoughtof Christ

THE GREAT MODERN SCHiSM.
A M-.rmon Eldar in Justification of Polygamy.
Rev. Br. Newman's Discourse Reviewed in
Utah.Powerful Argument by Elder Orson
Pratt.The Bible as a Basis of Both

Eides of the Controversy.Ancient
and llodern Social lawsCompared.Factsfrom theCensus.WhatWillCongressDo 1

me subjoined able review of n dUcourse preached
recently at Washington, 1). C.. by Hev. Dr. Netvman,
ami wutch appeared on the succeeding day in the
columns of the Herald, will, doubtless, command
profound attention, cm.in .ting, us it does, from one of
the most earnest and authoritative thinkers and
leaders or the Mention Church lu Utah. The illscourseof Dr. Newman attracted great notice from
the fact that he is pastor of Hie congregation of
which President Grant is a member and iiHstee, and
the views enunciated by the reverend gentleman
were by many accepted as a reflection of the .opinionsentertained by the executive head of t ie governmenton this important question. It will a! o be
remembered that the President, with several membersof the Cabinet, were present at the church on
the occasion of the delivery of the discourse, and
this fact was til,so accepted as one of doep significance.
Whether Elder Pratt's reply tuay be considered as

a complete defence of polygamy, or all that may be
said in JusUAc.ition of ilio system, is a question
which cannot, perhaps, be determined w.tuout due
and cure.til reflection. The following Is his reply in
cxlunau:.

Salt I.ake City, Uiah, May 4, isto.
James Gordon Bennett, Esq., Eortoa New York
Herald:-.
As a bid Is now before Congress in which it is proposedto abolish the divine institution of polygamy

us ta .gilt In the lhble, and as some writers and celebrateddlvmes are using all their powers of eloquence
to urge on this uncousiUutionsf measure. I, therefore,as tin humble believer in God's word, wish to
call your attention to some of the Scriptural evidencesIn favor of plural niarrlago, an I to briefly
r ply to Hie most import int objections urged against
11. Iu the Herald or in: uotti ult. I And au elaborate

i'jst'ol ran hi kb v. 1>k. newman
on ttn» subject or polygamy, delivered In Washington,1>. C., on »he:>4tii of April, "at itie Metropolitan
Methodist church, of which I'rcal lout Grant l.s a
iru-teeand member. The congregation was large
and hlghiy fashionable. Among ihoue presen! were
the president and Mrs. G'raut, Vice President Colfax,
Chief Justice Chase, .Speaker Hlutne and numerous
other high ofHctuls." The reverend gentleman cho-e
lor Ids text the following words:.
Huveye not reml, that He which made them at the beginnhijmailo them mule and female?.Maltuew, xix., 4.
'1 lie learned doctor Informs his Illustrious congregationthat hla text "contains the Intention of the

Divine Creator, and is here referred to 111 coudemnatl'.noi polygamy and In approval of monogamy." lie
inrtlier states that. Jesus delivered a discourse
on marriage. In which lie a.lirmed three proposltions:.

Ft: »t.That marriage li a divine lmtltuUon.
Se'ouil.Tlotl marriage it monogamous, us Indicated by tbe

facie that In the begJnniug tiod created bat one man an I one
Woman that In the marriage union tbe man and the woraau
became one person; that the man la to leave hit father and
hie mother utul cleave to his wife.
Third.That marriage la Indissoluble, except for one cause.
That Jesus "aUlrnied" the first ami third of the

above propositions Is most certainly true; but that
He"amrmud"or even "indicated" "that marriage
is monogamous" only is not susceptible of proof,
either directly or indirectly, from the Divine Record.
That Go 1 "at the beginning made them male and
female," and that lie "created but one man uu<l one
woman" is no evidence either for or against polygumyexisting among the descendants of the first pair.But it is argued by

the opponents ok poi.toamt
that the Creator could easily have formed several
wives for Adam; but, Inasmuch as He only made
one He showed a preference for monogamy. As
well might they argue that, as the great Creator did
not make any provisions to prevent the first generationof the children of Adam from marrying their
ovv ii brothers and sisters, there ."ore all future generationsmust be limited in marriage to their own
brothers and sisters, Gould not the Creator have
prevented intermarriages among blood relations byforming several pair at ouce and comjjwmdiug the

FORK HERALD. MONDAY,
children to refrain from all Incestuous marriages?
la the ttev. l>r. Newman prepared to defend the conciu*l<maof his own logic t Must all generations from
Adam to Mobcb be IJinited In marriage to blood relationsof the nearest degree.namely, brothers and
aisiers.because it was so In the sooond generation
ana no provision made to avoid-it r
The great principle which our Lord wished to

enforce upon the corrupt Jews, whom he was addressing,waa the sanctity of marriage in that the
creation of male and foaiale clearly Indicated
His design for the multiplication of the haiuan species;that Moses, because of the wickedness of the
people, permitted divorces; that lie, the Saviour,
abrogated the unjust raw of dtvoroo and condemned
as adultery the wicked practice which then existed
to an alarming extent or putting away one wife withoutsufficient cause in order to gratify their beastly
lusts In marrying another.

spch wicked, heartless marriages,
proceded by the monstrous cruelty of divorce, were
only to he recognized In the catalogue of crimes. It
eould not be said or such marriages, "What Ood
hath Joined together let no man put asunder."
Tney were no part of the divine Institution, and
therefore were adulterous and the children bastards;
while, on me otner uanu, tue poiyg&misi, who Honorablykept his wives and malntaiued tiiem, ami did
not put tnem away, though be added otber wivos to
Ida peaceiul family circle, waa approbated of God
and free from the alii of adultery, and bla children
were not baatarda, but legitimate and bluaaod of
God. aa ia abundantly proved in the divine oracles.
Alter having made aeveral unproved assumptions

in the form of ueuunolatlon against polygamy, the
reverend doctor aaya:.

I shall now proceed to prove that God'a law condemn* the
union la marriage of more than two persons.

I..TUK LAW.
Which are the lawa'that eoein to aanctlon polygamy ? The

advooattt of polygamous marriages quote with much eoulldenceKxodue, xxI., 7 to ll-"And If a man *ell hie daughter
to be a maid servant, she ehall not go out ax the meu servants
do. If ihe please not her master, woo bath betrothed her to
himself, then shall he let her be redeemed: to sell her unto a
stratum nation he shall have no power, seeing he hath dealt
deceitfully with her. And If be have betrothed her unto bis
son, he shall deal with ber after the manner of daughters. If
he tuke tilm another wife, her food, her raiment and her duty
of marriage, he shall not diminish. And If be do not these
three unto her, thon shall she go free without money."
Having quoted the passage this rcvereud divino

supposes the purchased lady to atuad in the relation
of one betrothed and not yet married, and tliat the
man la arlll an unman tod person, lfow far tlna suppositionis founded on truth will appear from tno
passage Itself."if ho take him another wife, her food,
her ruiuient and her duty of marriage, he shall not
diminish."

it is evident that the words "another wife" do
acknowledge the first isuy as not only betrothed, but
a* actually a lawful wife, anil ficr "a ity 01 marriage"
her husband had no right to diminish. If, then, (lod
recognizes her as a married wile, anil In His own
language so calls her, and If lie a so recognizes the
second lailv as "another wife" ami bestows on Her
that title Himself, ihea

UOD OAV8 t.AWrt
whh h not only sanction the taking of another wife
while ttie first is yet living. i>ur, wh.ch also prescribe
three duties which the husband must fuliil to the
llrstwhe. In tills passage neither the husband nor
his wives wer< condemned as criminals i iu HitJectedto lines and iRiiultles; but both ladles had the
honored title of wives bestowo l upon tlieni by the
great Dmno Lawgiver llitnslf. This portion of
Gods word, therefore, Instead ot condemning
polygamy, honors It equally with monogamy.

'Cue next passage reterre l to by this celebrated
divine against polygamy will be round In Leviticus,
xvUI., 18. "Neither Bhalt thou take a wife to her bister,to vox her, to uncover her nakedness, besides
the other 111 her life time." As this passage in Its
present rend .ring does not, either directly or imllretly, condemn polygamy, the learned doctor Is
obliged 10 seek in the margin for the opinions of
some learned commentators who, like himself, are
opposed to polygamy. Ho finds that l>r. Edwards
translates the words "a wife to her sister," "one
wife to another." By this alteration he makes the
passage rend, "Thou shalt not take one wtie to
another." Any impartial Hebrew scholar who has
110 peculiar dogma to sustuiu will decide at once
that the passug as it now stands in Levi icus is the
irae rendering of the Hebrew, and that the suggestedalterations In the margin ure not only farfetched,but are not true ami are not in keeping with
the context aun mooing the law of consanguinity.
Polygamy, by this passage, is Indirectly approbated;

for, liiMiiad 01 denouncing it as a crime, and commandinglitem to refrain Irotu it, the Lord merely
prohibited the husband from marrying his wife's sisterduring her lifetime, but placed no restraint upon
him in regard to

PU'IUL MAURIAGES WITH OTHER WOMEX,
not prohibited m the law of consanguinity revealed
In the preceding part of the chapter. The next law
referred to by Mr. Newmaa Is in Deuteronomy xxi.,
15-17:."If u man have two wives, one belovtfd and
another bated, and they have borne him children,
boih the beloved and the haled; ami If the llrstburn
son b her- that was hated: then it shall be, when he
maketh ins sons to inherit thut which he hath, that
lie may not make the son 01 the beloved firstborn
before the son of the hated, which Is indeed the firstborn:but he shall acknowledge the son of the hated

1 lot the firstborn, by given lUin a double portiou of
I ull that K.. I.ath* (Yap l.n i-j 1I10 It >n-ttilt'itir f l.iu

strength; the right of the firstborn Is his." Tlie
revel curt doctor supposes lhat the two wives referredto In this passage ungat have been successive
wives, the bated one having boon divorced or dead;
and If such were the case the man could not be a
polvgamUt. Jlut as plurality of wives had becu
practiced by them from the duys of Abraham, betweenlour and live hundtel years, It is very evidentthat the law was given to regulate

TIIE NUMKItOETS FAMILIES OF IVU.VdAMISTS
then existing in Israel. Indeed, the language liseif
conveys the Idea of the simultaneous existence of
the two wives: there is no reference to past time,
it does not say, if a man has had two wives, that is,
lias had them In succession; but it siys, "Hainan
have two wives," clearly referring to their coteruporaryexistence with the husband. This, then, Is
another additional evidenoc that God gave laws regulatingthe uc.iccut of property in polygamous
families. God bestows the honored title of wives
upon both women, and acknowledges their children
as legitimate, and though the hated wire happened
to be the second, and the firstborn happened to bo
lier son, yet lie was the legal heir to the double portionof all the properly. God nowhere thus honors
adulterous connections, but expressly iflaees the
hrand of Infamy upon ba-tards, declaring that ' they
should not come luto the congregation of the Lord
unto the leutn generation." (Iteut., xxlll.,*2.)
The next pussage adduced by the reverend geuUemaulsfound tu Deuteronomy, xxv., 6.10.
If brethren dwell together, and one of them die ,and have

no child, die wife of the deadahail not marrv without unto a
mranger: her husband's brother slcill go In unto her, an l
take her to him to wife, and perform the duty of a husband's
brother unto her. And it suall lie that the brstborn whicu
shp beareib shall micaced in the name of nls brother which Is
deud, that his name be not put out in Israel. And
if the man like not to lake ids brother's wife, then let
bis brother's wife go up to the gate, unto the elders, and nay.
My husband's brother refusclh 10 raise up unto his hrotber'a
name in Israel; he will nol perform the duty of ,ny husband's
brother. Then the elihirs 01' ills city nliall call bun and speak
unto him: and If he stand to it, and say, I lika not to take
her, then shall Ms brother's wife come unto him in the picbenceof the elders, and loose hi i shoo from olT his foot, and
spit in ids face, and shall answer and say, So shall it be
done unto that mau that will not build up Ids brother's
house. And his name shall be called in Israel,. The liouie of
btui that hath Ids shoe loosed
Mr. Newman advances Hie following supposition

in rugaid to tnis law:.1"l'lte object of tills law was
tlie preservation of families and idinlly Inheritance.
But fh.s law," continues lie, "tio.'.t not sanction or
evtn connive at volycjo my, as will appear (rum the
following reason 'The 'dr. tlirea dwell together;'
tliit is they bate not. yet married and become heads
01 families. Tills iact cxclu les all married men
rrom t ie obligations ot iiie law."
Krom the simp e fact that the "brethren dwell togctlior"Mr. Newman lias drawn the sweeping conclusionIlia1 I hey were all unmarried men, and (lint

the 1 iw was not obligatory upon any oth is. it is a
fact which uo "lie will can la question that one of

TUB FKCrUAKiriUS OF I8KAK.li
was to "dwell together." Indeed, 1; was a command
of their Divine Lawgiver that eiuli tribe should receivetheir separate inheritances and dwell togetherInstead of adenating tli ir Inheritances and mixing
up and losing ah dial tactions of trine-. Tli.se tribes
were again subdivided into smaller divisions called
families, eucii consisting of hundreds and of thousand-.and m some instances of tens of thousands,
(.sec Number-, xxvl.: also I. Chronicles, Kzra,Nohenilahand many other books.) it was necessarythat these lanillb's, as a general custom, should
dwell together that the ge nealogies might not ba
lost. Agam. tln se large family subdivisions wero
still further divided Into inuuerbun la unches dwellingtogether i,i the same region. And each branch
were again divined mto households consisting of
nearer blood ve.atlons, sucii as grandfathers, fathers,
children. These most generally hail their inheritancesside by side In the same ncigltb >rhood. Such
wore the ones whom the (lod of Israel a (dressed as
"brethren dwelling together." They we e men, and
not chi.dreu.men capable of performing Hie
duties of marriage to the widows <>r iheir deceasedbrethren, that the first born of the remarried
widow might succeed to the inheritance, and thus
prevent the estate from b"lng alienated lo strangers
in other great families In Israel of a tuore distant
kin. It mattered not how largo a family of marriedbrothers there might be dwelling together in
the same neighborhood, ir ilioy ail bat one died
childless the surviving brother would b r ob.tgod by
this law to many all the Widow-, for the purpose
of budding up flat house or his brothers, that their
names might not beaome extinct in Israel and their
Inheritances go to strangers. And so strict was

Tills LAW KSJ'onClNU rOl.YOAUY
that the* Lain I God atllxed to it a penally of the most
degrading characier, commanding (he w idows of his
deceased brothers to loose his shoe and spit upon
him in tlie presence oi all Hie eiders, ami commandingall Israel to stigmatize him with a name
of everlasting disgrace, w ith scorn and deriiion-hls
house wus to he "called iu Israel the hou<c of him
that hath his shoe loosed." This was the degrading.humiliating penalty pronounced hy the God of
Israel upon the low, mean, selfish wretch who should
refuse to cuter into polygamy to preserve
lus brothers' names from becoming extinct
lu Israel. That all might le>r the terrible conscqnenoesof disobedience to this law, or any other,
the following heart-thrilling denunciation was
uttered:."Cursed tie lt« that contlrmclh not all the
words of tins law to d« them: and ail f lie people
shall say, Amen." (Deuteronomy, xxvil., ao.i What
man o! pr.nc.plo or of any lerllng of respect lor himselfor his house would dare brave these divine
pcualttcs and die under

TUB WITHERING CURSE OF .IKIIOVAH
and all Ills people? None bat the most abandoned
and reckless eoul I refuse to become polygamisis
under such circumstances.
Another passage referred to by Dr. Newman reads

as follows (II. Samuel, xll.. 8):-.
And t gave thee thy master'* house and thy master's wivea

unto thy bosom, and gave thve the bouse of Israel and of
Judah; and If that had been too little, I would moreover have
given unto thee such and such things
The doctor aavs the term "wives" mar be under-
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stood women: for we nowhere read that saui had
more tuan one wife, whose name was AhlnoUQ.
Klspah was a second wife, or, at most. Ills concilialie. The women of his court are therefore meant.
To irlve these unto David's bosom simply implies
protection. Abraham's bos m, to which Laztrus
was carried, was a place of protection figuratively
expressed. It docs not mean that they became tils
wives. The Hebrew word nausheeu is translated
"wives" In numerous places hi the Scriptures.
(See Genesis, iv., is and 23; also Deut., xxl., 15).

WUV SHOULD MH. NEWMAN OBJECT
to the usual rendering in the above passage" Did
not the inspired judges and leaders of Israel generallyhave mauy wives' Was it not thia class or men
whom the Lord generally chose when He had any
great work to accomplish in Israeli Why should
Haul, In the estimation of Mr. Newman, be an exception?David certainly was worthy or Haul's wives, as
a gift from the hands of God, tuto his own person;
for before he was exalted to the throne of Israel he
only had eight wives. God understanding the laithlulnos*of David, while fleeing before his heartless

gersecntor, and havlug proved him to be a man after
Is own heart, felt willing to give the wives of Haul

tuto his bosom, and, u that had boen too Utile, the
Lord informs Him that lie would have given more,
ludeed, Nathan the prophet represents the wives of
David by " many flocks and herds" (verse 2), aud the
one wife of Uriah by a "little owe lamb." The words
of Nathan were continued by "the Lord God of Israel,"who testified that lie ltlmsclf gave these wives
to him, aud assigns this as a reason why he should
not have taken the "one Utile ewe lamb" belonging
to lils neighbor. If the Lord God had merely given
Saul's wives Into David's bosom for protection, He
never would have assigned this as a reason why
David should not nave taken that which did not belongto htm, and wluch the Lord had not given him.
Notwithstanding the grout anxiety of this learned

doctor to do uway with the lorce or this passage it
stands out in bold relief, like many other passages
already quoted, as an everlasting testimony that

won IS THE GREAT AUTHOR
of both polygamy and monogamous marriages;
that ho not only coininauded, under certain clrcurasauces, a plurality of wives, but denominates Hi nt
uu u art ft I'r.itn hid iwvu IiduIu Mr tfAtvmitn fnrthflr
states that "In Deuteronomy xvli., 17, polygamy is
positively forbidden by Moses:.'Neither snail he
(the king) multiply wives to himself, that hie heart
turn not away.'"

Title is supposed by Mr. Newman to Iimtt the
future king of Israel to one wife. If he had read
the preceding verse lie would have found uuother
command of a very similar nature, or, at least. in
language very similar. Tue Lord said, "The king
shall not multiply horses to himself." Does this
nio in that the klug must not have more thau one
U >rs >? Does it mean that a plurality of horses, llko
a plurality of wive t, would be wicked and a violation
of the law of God* Is Mr. Newman prepared to
assert ami maintain that the klug Is limited by this
aw to one horse r Is It not

A MOBS SEASONABLE INTHBPBKTATION
lo say that tiic king must not multiply horses and
wives by himself in excess, but be sat istied with t lie
number which the Lord should give liim and not
covet his neighbor's horses or wives ? Man does uot
multiply to himself horses anil wives when the Lord
givo-itiiem. And as Mr. Newman admits marriage
to be a divine institution neither a languor any oi his
subjects could t ike a wife or wives legally unless
they were given to tliein by the Lord. Therefore
when David or Solomon multiplied wives unto himselffrom among nations which the Lord had curbed
and among whom Israel were forbidden to intermarrylie transgressed ihe law of God. Such marriageswere uot legal nor divine. But when God
give him wives lie was not a transgressor of the
law.

nil. NEWMAN REJECTS THE OBVIOUS MBANUVO
of l'aul that 11 bishop must be the husband or one
wife.that is, he must lie a married man.and take?
tlie grouu 11l1.1t polygamous must not be selected 101
cnurch officials. But why should Paul mention the-it
disqualifications for olllse if there were 110 polyga
moils lamillus in the Christian cimr. 11 * If plurality
ol wives were not permitted iu the Chrtstlan enure!
to give such a cautioii In the selection of offlcerfroniamong the members would i»e not only absurd
but positively ridiculous. What would tilt
good Methodists of Massachusetts think if Mr
Newmati should write to thcin an epistle to b<
careful in their selection of bishops and deacons no
to uppoiut any church member to that office wiu
was a polygamic 1 They would Indeed think that tin
reverend gentleman ha I become deranged. Tliej
would say, "Why tills caution? There are no poly
gaimst members permute 1 in our Chur h; conse
qnentiy It Is impossible for us to seloci auy such f »i
the ministry, the argument of Mr. Newman prove!
more than lie Intended: it proves most indisputably
that a plurality of wives did exist In the ChrlHiian
Church In the llrst century. Mr. Newman next up
peals to

THE CENSUS OF TIIK WORLD
as to the relative proportion of in ties aud females

of polygamy. He clearly proved that In the United
Stale-) Micro Is un excess or males burn; that in
Great Ilritain there Is an excess or 700,000 females;
that In France, Austria, .Spain, Italy and Prussia
there Is an excess of 1,074,ooo females, but thinks
that when the soldiors.who are not numbered In
the civil list in the bust five European nations-arc
added it will 111 a measure equalize the two sexes,
Prom these statistical fuels he draws lUo following
conclusion:.
Thus nature provides for the right of each man to om

wife, lint polygamy violates this rlcht; for If one man take
twelve wives luuu eleven men ure cheated out of their natural
rights.
This conclusion, at fir t sight and without reflection,seems a very plausible one. Hut wo niu t rememberthat ilie equality of males and femalei

winch are born is one thin#, and the equality o
males and females when they arrive m a marriageablea#e is auotiier. Proin the agea of fifteen to
thirty years may bo considered as tue most general
and usual period of marriage. .Now, what are the
statistical facts as derived irom the census during
this mar.iagcabie period? Let the census of lWC
speak:.

"If will bo Interesting to observe how uniformly
the males exceed the females in infancy and up tc
tlie age of about ilfte"n years. After passing this
age the order Is reversed; the females become the
more numerous class, and increasingly so, till at the
oldest-ages.from ninety upwards.the females ox
ceed the males ill tiie ratio or titrce to two." l'agc
40 United States Census for I860 )

In the United States and Territories In I860 the
excess of marriageable females between the ages o
fifteen and twenty over the males was 50,044: in
Upper and Lower Canada, 3,087. In Great Britalt
the excess of remales between fifteen and tlilrt'
over the males w;is 207,701. lu Vermont they wer<
neirly equal, in Massachusetts the mArrlageabh
fen;ales were greatly In excess, being over 20,000
In Pennsylvania they were over 28,0 io in excess. Iu
New York Stale they v. ere over 01,000 in CX' e s.

It should be remembered that those statistics were
taken before the war. In the war n million or up
wards of bravo 1110:1 in the very prime of life wer<
swept, away, leaving an additional nfilii in of surplu
marriageable females to swe the ranks of those a!
ready in excess. Those are st Mistical facts whlcl
none can disprove. What conclusion should be draw:
from these data? The very opposite 01' iliose statci
oy Mr. Newman.

TUB LAWS OF TItK NATMN'
and or the Mates and Territories should he si
framed as to give these million ladies a possibility c
obtaining husbands. As it is the monogaiutc law
ol eve y Stale have taken away t,nc natural Uhts o
women. These cruel laws speak in crushing tone
ol' thunder to it million heart-broken, despainni
femdi s. saying, "You shall luva no husbands t
chtera .d co uiortyou through life's ragged journey
You. luili be punished wi'.'.i lines and Imprisonment i
you dure 10 b united In w dock with a man alread
having a wife. Yoa yiust live out the loneiy
wretched II e of old maids. However liuten you ma
desir the happino s 01 thcconjugi state; howeve
much you may deplore your .-ad condition and U
injustice ol your country's laws, you haV"e n > hope
for the divtue institutiwu of llibi; polygamy Is cad
out lrom the counsels of IV* nation." No provision
made 1:1 our free government for these sorrowfu
outcasts from the family circle. Under the cruel
uniust, and unconstitutional laws of our other wis
happy ecu itry

'I'llCUB IS NO HOPE OF MARRIAGE
lor hundreds of thousands of the fairer sx. unlrsi
they loi'-uke ihc'r country and hunt for hu ban is in
some foreign laud where males b ippen to 00 In ex
cess, or else seek some distant comer of the eartli
where the rights of females are respected aod tflbh
polygamy not ignore 1. What honest, upright, vir
tuous females, who understand the Bible institution
of marriage, won d not lnilultely prefer plural mar
11age with one good niao and become the mother
ol nappy children than to live the wretched lives ci
old maids or to welter in the h,111 of prostitution
Supposing there was an equality of mavrlageabh
males and females In o ir nation, Is it not n well at
tested fact that Hundreds of t. lousands of males wii
no! marry, many of whom prefer to gratify the.
lusts in prostitution? Ought our laws, t.ierelorc, t
bo so uuj ustlj framed as to

FUNisu the srm>UT8 females
[ arising from this wicked cause with perpetual cell

liflcyr Still further, are there not hundreds of tnou
sands of males who oiler themselves In marriage sc
debauched and diseased by their former degta lln;
lbil) ts that they become obnoxious and loathsom
to the fairer sex ? Must the innocent, therefore, u
condemned by our laws as Irreclaimable old maidi
because they will not marry ih so loathsome nion
st. is? Why not make provisions for such to b
hoDor.ib.y marr.cd to men of respectability Fo
the sake or civilization, for the sake of the ladles 0
our country,

repeal the monooamfc laws
palmed upon us jby our forefathers, who derived
them fioin the barbaric nations of lire ce and Home
Such relics or ba:barlsm never ought to disgrace ihi
soil ol our freje and enlightened republic. We havi
stretched out our arms and rescued the groaninj
slave from the whip and lash ol his cruel lasKnins
ten wo nave restored him to liberty and to all th<
inalienable rights of man. Shall wo not also remem
ber th it lliere are others sfill In bondage ? That Hi
fair daughters of American citizens are cntsliet
down by hundreds o; thousands Into the, degradinj
condiilou of o'd maids, deprived of rights dearer ti
tHem than life Itself r Would It not be moie noble
more manlike, more Godilke and more In arc rii
ajice with the progressive enh rhtcnimnt of the ag<for the great men of our nation ami our learuct
dlvlues to sympathize with the oppressed ladles o
our country.to break the yoke ivoni o:r their uooki
and invite them into the family circle, ami tak
ti.etn by the hand sfnd bid tuem welcome to tn
dignified and
HOI.Y roaiTIOK OK WIVES AND JOYFtJL MOTHERS?

l.et them do tills, and the blcsdngs of millions o
happy wives and children will be poured out, Ilk
the dews or henven. upon their heads and upoi
their generations after tlwiu.
Next tn order Mr, Newman refers to the anclen

practice of polygamy. He ways the first Instance o
polygamy recorded m the Bible is in connection witl
Lantech. And who was Latncch ? A descendant c
Cain, and himself a murderer. And the murder wa

SHEET.
ctmialtted la defence of polygamy. Genesis lv.,
23:.
And Lantech took unto hlu two wive*. And

Lantech aald unto kJa wire*. Adah and Zlllah, bear mr
voice; re wive* of Lameoh, hearkuu unto my speech; for I
have afaln a man to my wounding, and a youii'- man to my
hurt.
The revorontl doctor continues:."This is the only

instance of polygamy recorded In the Scriptures
during the first two thousand yoar» after the Insiltutlanof marriage; and we judge from the record that
both Lantech and those around him considered It a
crime." It Is admitted that Lamech became a
nmrdcror; bat did he murder la defence of polygamy?No; there ts not the least Intimation to thai
effect. This Is

ONE OF THB FAL8K CHARGES
of this reverend divine to embitter the winds of the
public against a Bible institution. Docs Mr. Newman
wish to assert that because muruer was a crime
therefore polygamy must be a crime v Let us carry
out this gentleman's logic a little further. Cain was
a murderer, and he had but one wife; therefore
monogamy was a crime. Such would be the result
of such reasoning.
Another specimen of his logic is that there Is no

record of any other polygamous family tor 2,000
years. Iu reply,go say that there was no record of
monogamous marriages, only In tnree cases, from
Adam to Noah. Does Mr. Newman suppose that
this silence of history In regard to the marriage institutioncondemns either The monogamlc or polygamicform of marriage ? Abraham is uext referred
to:.

"I do not hesitate to say," declare* Mr. Newman, "that
Abraham waa lu no aenae a polvgainlsL What are the facta?
Uod had appeared unto Abraham, and prumlaed him a numerou*posterity. SI* year* had passed and the promise bad
not been fulfilled. Then Sarah fancied that she must help
the Lord to keep HI* promise, and (he Induced her husband
to acoept bar handmaid. llagar, an EgypUan girl. But aftei
the evil had been wrought Sarah realized ber sin, but threw
the blame upon Abraham, saying, 'My wrong bo upon thee.'

* 'The Lord judge between me and thee.' ttienesli
xvt., 5). I have done wrong in this, and now repent. And
as a continuation of this view lb* Lord did not reoognlzt
Ishniael as Abraham's son. The angel who met Hagar In
the wilderness called him -the lad;' and years after, whet
Cod commanded Abraham to offer Isaac on Mount Morlah
he said unto him, 'Take now thy son, thine only son. Isaac
whom tbeu Invest, and get thee Into the land of Morlah.
(Genual* xx 11., 3.) And when the doraostlc troubles were m
longer endurable, and Saruh demanded that llagar should bi
sent away, then for tb* lirst time the Lord spoke to Abraham
on this matter, and commanded blm to put linger away, ant
said unto him, 'VVnlk before me, and be tbou perfect.
(Ucnesis xvil., i.) Tula was Abraham's only olleuce of thi
kind, and of which be and Sarah repented."

1 have given this lengthy quotation lu order won
fully to poim oat the
MISREPRESENTATIONS OF THB REVEREND DIVINE

la regard to Abraham and his two wives. He hai
UUOlUSIIlUgiy llCClUieu "tllUli JllHUIUliU <ra.-> iu u<

sense a |ioljguinist,'' and has pretended .Co prove lili
assertions by the most gross perversions ol the Ills
torlcat facta, saying that Sarah reali/cd her sin, urn
that both she and Abraham repented. Every readwi
of the Bible knows that there are no intimations o
any such thing In that good book. It is (rue thai
Sarah gave lier boudmahi to Abraham as his secom
wife (Genesis xvl., 4):.
And tie want In unto KagoT, and the conceived; and whei

ehe saw that ahe bad conceived her inlslreni was deiplted ii
her eyea
What Injustice and Ingratitude on the part ot

bondwoman or slave! Wtiatasiu she committed li
despising her good mistress, who U.id generous!;
consented for her husband to take her as a wife
When Harah saw that she was unjustly and wiekedl;
despised she conipmined to Abraham and sald:"Mywrong be upon thoe: I have given my malt
into thy bosom, uud when she saw that she had con
ceived I was despised lu her eyes. The Lord Jndgi
between me and thee." But Ahram said unto Sural
"Bchoitl thy maid is In thy hand: do to h -r as i

Ele.iserh thee." And when Sural dcult hardly wltl
er she lied trom her face. (Versos ft and 8.)

! In all these afflictions and the great wrong wlilcli
. Ilagar heap d upon her mistress there was not tin

least Intimation, either from Sural or Ahram, thu
I they hud done wrong m going into polygamy. All

ram was appealed to as the supreme ruler of tin
. household, to correct, the wrong and mete out jus

tice in behalf of Sarah, the aggrieved party, wliicl
! ho promptly diu, by delivering over ihe ohendei-1

her mistress. Tnls alitlcuity was no greater thai
I what often happens in monogamous families, au<

had nothing to do In regard to the divinity of elthe
. form of marriage. Because the angel, on a cortuii
, occasion, called Hagar's son "ilio lad" Mr. Newmai
, supposes that the Lord did not recognize Jshmae

as Ahratu's sou. But this supposition is not true
. Hear what the Scriptures say:."And God said unti

Abraham, As for Sarai thy wife, thou shall not cai
, her name Sarai, but Sarah shall her name be; and' will bless her, aud g.ve thee a son also of her

(Gen. xvll, is, lc.) The words, "a son also" shot
.

show most conclusively that God recognized Islimat
as Abraham's sou. The expression "the tad" 1
applied to Isaac us well as ishmaol.(Gen. xxit, 6.
And ure, therefore, of uo force iu support of Mi
Newman's argument.

It is true that the Lord calls isaac " the only son
ol Abraham, at the tltuo he was required to offt
him up. But hs ishwaol is ofi-u caiied in Guuesl
the son of Abiaham, the expNHtoo "thine oul
sou," us applied lo Isaac, must mean that he was ill
only son by promise.the only son through whos
seed the nations of the earth should be blessed,theonly s n through whose lineage the promise
Messiah should come,.the only son who'e see
sltould be the legal lawful inheritors of the promise
laud. Several years alter the birth ol lshmael 1

B | became very rude, and" UOOKBU ills MOTIIKR'S MISTRKS3.
The great wioke Ine-s of Hague, iu despising t

good a woman, and in suiTeriiig her son to do tl
same, greatly displeased the Lord, and he eon
liiunded Abraham to hearken to the voice of Sara

J and send her away. This was not because ihe Lor
had any fault to find with polygamy, but because li
considered Hacar unworthy to retain the honorab
posltlou to which she had beeu raised as a poiygt
nious wile. She was unworthy to enjoy the horn
and society of that most noble and godlike faiull

; Mr. Newman acknowledges Jacob to bo a poiygi
mist, but ti inks that he went into it unrighteous!'
that he had not previously been converted; that ii
laud where he dwelt in his youth was a land whei
monogamy was the only cusioui ; that the c.iunti
to winch tie lied was a iiolveam.c eountrv : that li
was deceived into polygamy, 4c. Tliat Jacob wi
converted before lie arrived in the cotinti

' of Laban Is evident from what Is record*
lu the 2till chapter of Genesis, 12th verse:

> And lie 'Jacob; dreamed, and behold a ladder set. up on tl
I earth, and the top of it reached to heaven; and behold, tl
1 na^oin of God ascending and descending on It. And behol

the Lord stood above it and said, 1 am the Lord God of Abr
1 bain, thy father, and the God of Isaac; the land where
V thou best, to thee will I give It and to thy seed; and thy s»i
3 shall be as the dust of Lie earth, and thou shad spread abro;
3 to the west and to the east and to the north and to the soull

and In thee and in thy seed shall all the families of the earl
be Messed. And behold I am with thee and will keep thee

' ail p.aces whltlier thou goesl and will bring tliee again In
this land, for J will not leave tl<ee until I have done th

! which I nave spoken to thee of.
After seeing angels u-nt tfcr Lord God and obtai;

J ing Iroin His own inoutli am ii precious promises 1
8 exclaims, "Surely Hie Lord is fu tuis place. * *

Tltla is none oflier but tlie house of God, and this
' the gate of heaven." Jacob made a most soldi
J vow unto the Lord in thut place. If Jacob was n
I a converted man then there never' was one. 11

lut'ire life was that of a man of God.
L'p io that time he was raise 1 In

b A COUNTRY WilLHB POLYGAMY WAS PRACTISE!),
f His giandlather Abraham and Abimele u, Kn
s ofuerar, both practised polygamy, the lath r ben
f a righteous maa whom the Lord visited an wit
e whom-He conversod. The Lord informs this go
i King that lie Knew Ills h art was full o integrity at
b timoceucy when he attempted to take what lie su

posed to be Abraham's sister, In addition to tl
J- whco he already bad. Instead of coil icum ug fl
V polygamy of tne King una denouncing linn as

criminal, He approve I of h.s-integrit... The pis
y o. Jacob s nativity, therefore, was a country of p
l" gamy (Ueu. xx>. Tiicitgh Jacob wa i deceived by h
« m har-in-law in the taking or Leah, yet he was u

deceived in marrying bilhuh and Xilpah, his Uiii
t and lourth wives. That these two women were ul
s Jacob's Wives, ant] uoi, as some have said, mr1concubines, see Gen. xxxvll., 22. rue reverend do
. i.ii* in h,u / nii.Oij;;our li'inAflft) i/»u* d .

0 acts of some of the
ANCIENT PROPHETS AM) KINGS,

espi cially those ol David and teol mon, ami on the:
gtouuds attempts to condemn pmygamy. Tj»e sum
argument would a!<> condemn monogamy; u
many good mon, prophet-: and apostles,, v. ho had i>

i one wlte, occasionally departedu'om the Lord. Do.
J their adultery and iucesi pro\e monogamy to he

criminal form of marriagef Was the monogamy
s Lot. a crime, because of his lucest. well Ins tw

daughtersi If Mr. Newman's argument prow
J anything it proves too much. If the u'lu
' tery of David and the licentiousness
y Soiomou, in taking strange women fro
5 among the accursed nations whose daughters th<

were Kirbiddcu by the law of tiod to marry, provi1 polygamy to be a crime, then the adultery ntul luce
r oi unci in monogamists prove tin* one wife sy->te0 to be criminal. Hut adultery and Incest are crlm

condemned by (he law of God, utile monogati
anil polygamy are

PCUK, ItOI.Y, DIVINE INSTtTCTIONS
of the gre.il Jehovah. Jt Is an easy matter for ret

» oreiul gentlemen to ca'l good evil and to place tr
j Institutions of heaven in the mine catalogue wli
c t he crimes of lied, and to denounce m immcusuu
e terms that which God approbate ! .and comrnumU
1 in the iilb'.e; but it is utterly beyond their power

prove their wicked denunciations, or even to IIl
c om> passage which in tiie least degree sustains the
r ail warrantable asset tloits. It, doubtless, was e.
if neeted that so great a theologian as the Kev. D

Newman would in his pro.ound researches be at:
at least, to hud sonic divine law, some Item from tl
dlvlue oracles, to prove plurality of wives a critu
But

3 } HE ItAd UTTERLY FAILED.
3 Bible polygamy shines forth in all Its heaven
4 purity, unshaken, unscathed, uutarn.she I, restiu
i- upon u foundation deep and broad.the foundattt
b of the everia timr word of Jehovah.

Up to this point I have strictly limited myself t
3 the .Scriptures quoted and the arguments adduce
I by this celebrated theologian. I have purpose
X avoided launching forth into the wide lkl
j of Scriptural testimony m favor of th
i, groat divine institution. Such evldcnci
i- and arguments liavo already been adduce
3 and extensively developed bv many eminent Pr
1 tcstant divines ana writers of the last three' ce
f furies, among which I refer you to the joint eptit
s of Martin Luther and seven other prominent divini
e of the sixteenth century, written "To the Mo
c Serene Prince and Lord Philip, Landgrave of Uesst

(see Variations of Protestant Churches" vol.
pages 242 and 258. Also Kcv. Martin Madan's grc

f work in three volumes called "Thelyphthora,"
e support or polygamy, printed In the last centui,
a Also n late treatise by an eminent writer In Muss

chiiBetts cntliled "Polygamy and Monogamy.")
t reply to

f MR. NEWMAN'S UNJUST ATTACK
It npon Sarah In giving her bondtuald to her Itnshnn
if I will refer to her»plety and the high esteem hi with

she was held by the Apostolic Christian Church. Hi

la rcpreseute 1 Indie New Testament ws oeing »
worthy, godlike woman, an lining i» lovely model
alter whom u l ChrisiiOU wrnuou should p.uenu

- itui'iiel nijii Lieu wore also examples <T rhrh toonsnes, worn n U!le< I with luUh, holding o'uiiuiutil.n
Willi God and enjuy/Hg lit spirit ol revelation ttml
prophecy. in those days barrenness w.ut oonMderei
n great reproach, and was oft n ladle ted upon womenan u chustluement from Hi ' Lord; but when
ttioy repeated uad became obedient the uMiot. on
wus taken away. L a.'ibore children, ltucual waa
barren. She therefore sold to Jaoon:-Beholdmy rnahl Bitliah, go In unto her; and ah* ahall haar
upon my kucea. that I may alao hare ublldrun Oy her. And
HUhab oouoalvad and bare Jacob a eon. (Genesis ui.,
8,6.)
The Lord restrained Leah from bearing until site

would follow the righteous example of her siotor.
"When Leah saw that she ha l lert bearing she took
Zllpah, her maid, and gave Jucob to wile. And Ziipuh,Lean's maid, bare Jacob a sou." (Genesis xxx.,
0> 10.) Did Ood bless Haclud and Leah for these
uctsv Let the Scriptures answer
God renumbered Kachol, and Ood hearkened to ber and

opened her womb. And aba conceived and bare a aon, aad
aid, God hath taken away my reproach. And abe callpd bla
name Joseph and aald, The Lord ahall add to me another
aon. (Ueneala xxx., at, 83, II.)

In the seventeenth and eighteenth verses It
reads
And God hearkened unto Leah, and ane conceived and

bare Jacob the OMi aon. And Leah aald, Ood hath given
me m^ure, became I have given my maideu to my bunband.
In a like manner Ood restrained Sarah from bearluguntil she gave 11 agar to Abraham, uft r wntch

lie blessed both wives with a son each. God was so
\yell pleased with their polygamy that he wrought
these three special miracles in conformation of ihe
divine Institution:.

1K POLYGAMY WEBB A CHINK
how remarkably strange is t'te language, "Ood hath
given mo my lure, because 1 have given my maiden

' to my husband." Whop Hagur fled from llie house
of Abraham she was met by an angel, who comimantled her to return to her home. This may seem

, very strange to the opiioser.s of polygamy, tliut a
polygamic woman should be visited by an ungol aud
be commanded to return to her polygamic home.

[ Instead of reproving her for eutering into polygamy,
k aud requiring her hen eibrth to keep away inm it,
i he sends her back to her polygamous husband and
' mistress, saying, "1 will multiply thy seed excoed"mgly, thai it shall not be numbered for multitude."

On another occasion the ungel of tho Lord told her
) that her son Ishmael should become "a great notion,"' Ood was with the lad," aud he bogot twelve

princes. All these facts, aud many others too
s numerous to mention, show most conclusively that

) GOD WAS WKLL PLEASED
i with the polygamic form of marriage and with the
- offspring thus begotten. While adultery was pun-
1 Isliud with death, aud children begotten out of wedrlock branded with infamy to the tenth geaoration,
f polygamlsts and their children were highly honored
l 01 the Lord. The child of David begotten unlawIfully by Uriah's wife waa smitten with death, accordlugto the word of the Lord, through Nathan, tne
i prophet. But atter Uriah's death, when David ma.ried
II the same woman lawfully, the word of the Lord

came unto him saying, "Behold a sou shall he born
* to tliee who shall be a man of rest, and I wilt give
1 liliu rest from ail lus enemies round about; lor hln
V name shall be Solomon, and I will givo peace aud

quietness unto Israel in Uls days, lie shall build u
1 house for my name, aud he shall ho lay son, and 1

will be ins father; and 1 will establish the throue of
1 his kingdom over Israel for ever. (1 Chronicles
- XXlt., 0, 10.)

8 WHAT A DISTINCTION
t the Lord makes between a bastard aud a polygamlst
1 son.both born unto David of the same woman.
1 One lie smites with death, the other lie appoints beforehis birth to build the Lord's house and to bo
1 raised to the throne of Israel. "He shall be my sou

J and I will be his father." To this same Solomon
1 the Lord appeared twioj, and heard ills prayer at

the dedication of the holy temple, and sent down
B lire from heaven to consume the sacrifice. Thus did

He honor this polygamist king above all men.
1 Among all Israel whom tlld the Lord select to re-
' deem tlie.su rrom cue nana or rue juiaiariuos' nor a

J. monogamist, but Uldeon, a man of many wives, who
hud no less than seventy-one sons. Ky him lie

r wrought sinpcndoua miracles, and with only 300
I men put to flight the numerous hosts of Midlau. lie
} It was whom the angel saluted us

II "A M1UI1TY MAN OK OOD."
Wh"n Israel through wickedness had been without

1 a rcvelator and without any open vision for many
| years, whom dpi the Lord send to lift them up, to bo
1 a great prophet among them I The Utile child
~ Samuel, the son of a polygainist woman, who ol>\tallied him In unswor to her prayers, in the latter
1 days, when Christian women in Zion become more

1 numerous than the males, and have no chance of
' marriage in single pairs, what win they do to take

awar their reproach? »cveu women will beg and
plead with ono man to take them as wives, promts>ing to eat their own bread and wear their own aplrparol, if he will only couseut for tliem to be called

ls by his name, "rn that day the branch of the Lord
y will be beauttrul nnd glorious" (Isa ah iv.), and every
e dwe.ling of Mount Zion be liglned up with the glory
Ie of God."with a cloud and smoke by day, anu the
- shining of a flaming Ore by night." Then will be the
u time when polygamy will be honored, as God honored
'* it in times of old. Then 44tl oe the time predicted
(l by our Saviour, when many will come from the east,
ie west, nortli and south to Bit down with the polygonumsAbraham, Isaac and Jacob in the kingdom

of Hod, while those who profe. s to be the childten
10 of the kingdom, but despise polygamy, will be cast
10 out. In Abraham's bosom they will have no protoctlon.Then

'} TUB HEAVENLY JERUSALEM
d will be a polygamic city, on whoso gates or costly
}° pearls will bo emblazoned in words oi celestial light
10 the names of the twelve sons of the polygainist
^ Jacob. Such will be the civilization of the future.
6 Our government was wisely instituted for the
f* common protection of the people.to protect the
** weak against the strong.to protect all in the enjoy"5meat of civil, political and religions rights.to legts>elate against crime and punish the same, if crime be
:e embraced within the religious creed or any sect it Is
y just and right that such criminal practices should be
ie punished.fjj EOT 18 IT RIOIIT OR JC8T,
y or in accordance with our free institutions, to pun ulsh a religious society for embracing in their rclL

glous faith a holy and divine institution, believed In
ne mid practised by the most of men.by Inspired
18 prophets and revelators, wnose sacred writings are

revered by. all Christian nations.an institution
rn CBbiVUMaucu iu iiiv: ui*mw uiuwws MJ wavaul; VI/IIABamaud, regulated by divine law, acknowledged by
id angels aud confirmed by miraclest The mule is the
». great

" STANDARD OF .MORALS.
In it the great crimes against God and against soateiety are clearly named and denounced, it is the

. acknowledged rouudation ou whicli civilized nations
.. Have erected the grand superstructure of criminal
ia law for the universal protection of society. If
* heathenish religion should find its way Into our
is laud and should demand that a widow must be
... nttrned on tue litn rui pile of her husband, our laws,

supported by this divine standard, would speak in
,a tones of thunder agatiibt It, saying, "Thou shaitnot

kill." "lie that killeth shall die." If under the
pr tended garb ol religion marriage should be
abolished and an indiscriminate intercourse of the

, sexes should be inculcated, the voice of legislation,
" sustained by the divine code, should speak in thrilling
:f tones of terror to such loathsome wretches, saying,
, "Thou shalt not com.nit adultery." If theft, or infanticide or any 01 her crime denounced In the divine

.. law wore Incorporated in a religions creed aud pruc{'"tised nuder the sa red name ol religion the laws of
iour country sln>u!d be strictly enforced agalust theiu
.V a,id tlie otfeuders be puuished. But because the

people have Wisely eutrusteu these great safeguardsof the peace aud good order of society in
ij the hands of their representatives and legislators,
(l, ought they to betray that sacred trust t Ought they

to legislate against any religious doctrine or institu'ti n sanctioned by the Bible? If the sacred lnstltu,'yt on of one lorm or Bible marriage can, by legislative
J enactment, be denounced criminal and utterly
,:'i abolished, what assurance have we thai the other

form may not eventually share the same latoi1
WHAT ASSURANCE HAVE WK

-e that, baptism, the Lord's Supper or any other divlno
e right will not ne denounced by some future legislationus criminal and those wuo practice tliern be

lined and Imprisoned tor so doingy our ouiy saiety
Is to legislaio within the limits of the constitution,
and not disturb the religious views and practices of
any people so ioug as they do not violate any knowu

o law contained in the Divine oracles.
3f juiirmigo is a iiuiii a uy uii vuirisuun uaiions it»
I- lie a divine insiltu;li»u, una, us such, all Christian
of and Jewish sects should nave the privilege of preinscr.blng its ceremonies and loruii in nccordaiuf
jy Willi their own religions views. To appoint civB
:n o.iIters, wlio may he infidels, to administer a divine
«t onlimincc to churcii members is not only ridiculous,
in )> it a cross violation of sacred religions rlgiiis. If
rs su di laws were to be enforced in Utah it would he
ly e puvalent to the utter abolishment of marriage so

far as the
0BRAT CHRISTIAN CntTRCH IN OUR TERRITORY

' is conceined. Our young gentlemen and ladies
ie could not took upon marriages celebrated by governliment oftlnuls. who possibly might lie atheists, as
:d any Miing but adulterous unions; and rather than coin<1ruit so great n crime tiiey would be compelled by »
to jusi regard for their own honor to abstain from maridnaze altogether. Our faith, our resiiect for the word
ir of God would not permit us to receive these holy and
v- divine ordinances from any but those whom we ber.li ve to bo divinely appointed. *
e, liy ilie census of lsno our marriageable females exlececded the males by several hundreds. And we now
c. believe, through facts gathered from our emigration

lists and other reliable sources, that the surplus
female population of our Territory of a murnagealyble age exceeds that of the males by many tltougsands.

IU TUESE 8lTRPI.es FEMALES
have emigrated here because of their peculiar rellogious views. They are unwilling to leave the Terri

dtort to seek husbands elsewhere. No eartlilv con-

ly federation could persuade them lo marry outside of
u the Church of which they arc members. Such marisrioges, they consider, would be equivalent to a de38niai or their ialth. and, they believe, would greatly
id endanger their salvation. Have not these women
o- the natural Instincts of their sexv Do they not den-sire to become honorable wiveB and joyfol mothers
,o of children? Would they not Intiultely peeler a
38 plural form of marriage tlinn to have no husbands
st at ail? Why, t.ien, should special legislation he ex- ,
>» tended over Utah to prevent thousands of ladles
1, from participating In tiie enjoyment of Scriptural
at matrimony, to deprive tnem of the family circles
In and homes of their choice?
JT. I CANNOT, I WILI. NOT BRLlgVR,
a- until I am compelled so to do, tnat ihe great and
In Illustrious statesmen of our renowned republic will

be so ungenerous, so un-ympaililalng to Ann-ricua
m iles as to deny thein their natural, civil and tcd,1 Itgions rights, and condemn them to perpetual collaho.ioy. Yours, most respectfully,

no. ouaoN wurr,

J


